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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

Amendment received on 07/02/2008 is acknowledged and entered. Claims 1-32, 
48, 64, 80, 95 and 96 have been previously withdrawn from consideration. Claims 33, 
36, 42, 43, 49, 50-52, 55, 58-60, 63, 65, 75-76, 81, 84, 89-91 have been amended. 
Currently, claims 1-96 are pending in the application. 

Claim Rejections under 35 USC § 101 and 112 have been withdrawn due to the 
applicant's amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. 

Claims 33-47, 49-63, 65-79 and 81-94 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Kara (US 6,233,568 B1) in view of Manduley et al. (US 
5,324,893). 

Kara teaches a method, system and computer-readable medium having 
computer-readable instructions embedded therein for causing a computer to implement 
said method for receiving payment for postage for a parcel, comprising: 



Claims 33, 49, 65, and 81, 
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receiving from the customer mailing information for a parcel, the mailing 
information comprising customer-determined attributes of the parcel (Figs. 7-8A; C. 5, L. 
60-67; C. 19, L. 55-65; C. 20, L. 62-67); 

calculating a first postage value based on the customer-determined attributes (C. 

5, L. 43-52; C. 9, L. 36-42); 

transmitting data to the customer to permit printing by the customer of a mailing 
label for the parcel, the mailing label including an indication of the first postage value (P. 

6, L. 1-2; C. 20, L. 1-3); 

charging a customer account for the first postage value (C. 6, L. 1 2-21 ; C. 22, L. 
13-19). 

Kara does not specifically teach: 

that said attributes comprising at least one of height, length, and thickness of the 

parcel; 

determining attributes of the parcel by the delivery system operator; 

calculating a second postage value for the parcel based on the operator- 
determined attributes; and 

transmitting a postage payment adjustment amount to the customer account 
based on a comparison between the first and second postage values. 

Manduley et al. teaches a method and system for verifying postage amount, 
wherein the actual/proper postage due is compared with the amount submitted by a 
sender (C. 4, L. 58-60). In operation, the geometrical dimensions of the individual 
mailpieces are obtained and compared with operator inputted dimensions of a sample 
of the mailpieces batch, the proper postage rate is computed and compared to the 
amount submitted by a sender, and a postage payment adjustment amount is 
transmitted to the customer account based on a comparison between the first and 
second postage values (C. 5, L. 53 - C. 6, L. 8; C. 6, L. 23-35). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Ramsden to include transmitting a postage payment 
adjustment amount to the customer account based on a comparison between the first 
and second postage values, as disclosed in Manduley et al., because it would 
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advantageously allow to avoid returning short paid mail to the sender where more 
postage is required. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Kara to include that said attributes comprising at least 
one of height, length, and thickness of the parcel, because it would advantageously 
allow to facilitate processing batches of mailpieces with enhanced accuracy by relying 
on important attribute of the sample taken (Manduley et al., C. 5, L. 34-52). And it would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Kara to include determining attributes of the parcel by the delivery 
system operator; calculating a second postage value for the parcel based on the 
operator-determined attributes; and transmitting a postage payment adjustment amount 
to the customer account based on a comparison between the first and second postage 
values, as disclosed in Manduley et al., because it would advantageously allow to avoid 
returning short paid mail to the sender where more postage is required. 

Claims 34, 35, 50, 51 , 66, 67, 82 and 83. Kara discloses that the mailing 
information is received from the customer over a network (Fig. 1 A). 

Claims 34, 35, 50, 51 , 66, 67, 82 and 83. Ramsden discloses that the mailing 
information is received from the customer over a network (the Internet) (Fig. 1A). 

Claims 36, 52, 68, 84. Kara discloses that the customer-determined attributes 
include at least one of height, length, weight, thickness, and weight of the parcel (Fig. 
8). 

Claims 37, 53, 69, and 85. Kara discloses that the mailing information comprises 
at least one of return address information, destination address information, and 
payment information (Fig. 8). 
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Claims 38, 39, 54, 70, 71 and 86. Kara discloses that the mailing information 
comprises at least one of return address information, destination address information, 
and payment information (Fig. 8). 

Claim 40, 56, 72, 87. Kara discloses that the customer account is a credit card 
account (C. 31, L. 44). 

Claims 41 , 57, 73, and 88. Kara discloses that the mailing label further 
comprises a unique identification code for the parcel (Fig. 3B; C. 9, L. 40-43). 

Claims 42-47, 55, 58-63, 74-79 and 89-94, see reasoning applied to independent 

claims. 
2. 

Claims 33-47, 49-63, 65-79 and 81-94 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Ramsden et al. (US 6,105,014) in view of Manduley et al. 
(US 5,324,893). 

Ramsden et al. (Ramsden) teaches a method, system and computer-readable 
medium having computer-readable instructions embedded therein for causing a 
computer to implement said method for receiving payment for postage for a parcel, 
comprising: 

Claims 33, 49, 65, and 81, 

receiving from the customer mailing information for a parcel, the mailing 
information comprising customer-determined attributes of the parcel, said attributes 
comprising at least one of height, length, and thickness of the parcel (manual input by 
the customer including the dimensions of the parcel) (C. 20, L. 18-19); 
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calculating a first postage value based on the customer-determined attributes (C. 

20, L. 65-67); 

transmitting data to the customer to permit printing by the customer of a mailing 
label for the parcel, the mailing label including an indication of the first postage value (C. 

21, L. 15-35); 

charging a customer account for the first postage value (C. 19, L. 17-38; C. 22, L. 
43-62); 

determining attributes of the parcel comprising at least one of height, length, and 
thickness of the parcel by the delivery system operator (service personnel C. 22, L. 24- 
27) after the parcel is received by the delivery system operator for delivery (C. 21 , L. 39- 
54). 

Ramsden does not specifically teach: 

transmitting a postage payment adjustment amount to the customer account 
based on a comparison between the first and second postage values. 

Manduley et al. teaches a method and system for verifying postage amount, 
wherein the actual/proper postage due is compared with the amount submitted by a 
sender (C. 4, L. 58-60). In operation, the geometrical dimensions of the individual 
mailpieces are obtained and compared with operator inputted dimensions of a sample 
of the mailpieces batch, the proper postage rate is computed and compared to the 
amount submitted by a sender, and a postage payment adjustment amount is 
transmitted to the customer account based on a comparison between the first and 
second postage values (C. 5, L. 53 - C. 6, L. 8; C. 6, L. 23-35). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Ramsden to include transmitting a postage payment 
adjustment amount to the customer account based on a comparison between the first 
and second postage values, as disclosed in Manduley et al., because it would 
advantageously allow to avoid returning short paid mail to the sender where more 
postage is required. 
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Claims 34, 50, 66, 82 Ramsden discloses said computer-implemented method 
and system wherein the mailing information is received from the customer via computer, 
thereby suggesting a network (Figs. 11, 12, 15A-15D). 

Claims 35, 51 , 67, and 83. Ramsden discloses all the limitations of claims 35, 
51 , 67 and 83, including receiving the mailing information from the customer via the 
network, except that said information is received over the Internet. Official Notice is 
taken that the use of the Internet for receiving information is old and well known. The 
motivation to modify Ramsden to include the use of the Internet for receiving information 
would be to advantageously arrange the system in a distributed fashion, and presenting 
at the customer display guiding information which can be controlled from the central 
location, and promotional information which can be obtained from various remote 
sources (Ramsden, C. 19, L. 5-15) 

Claims 36, 52, 68, 84. Ramsden discloses that the customer-determined 
attributes include weight of the parcel (Fig. 8). 

Claims 37, 53, 69, and 85. Ramsden discloses that the mailing information 
comprises at least one of return address information, destination address information, 
and payment information. 

Claims 38, 39, 54, 70, 71 and 86. Ramsden discloses that the mailing 
information comprises at least one of return address information, destination address 
information, and payment information. 

Claim 40, 56, 72, 87. Ramsden discloses that the customer account is a credit 
card account (C. 15, L. 37; C. 19, L. 17-21). 

Claims 41, 57, 73, and 88. Ramsden discloses that the mailing label further 
comprises a unique identification code for the parcel (bar-code) (C. 21, L. 22-29). 
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Claims 42-47, 55, 58-63, 74-79 and 89-94, see reasoning applied to independent 

claims. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 33-47, 49-63, 65-79 and 81-94 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Igor Borissov whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6801 . If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Hayes can be reached on 571-272-6708. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Igor N. Borissov/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3628 

09/05/2008 



